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forsake their sins; ancl this forgiveness is not a < legal
fiction,7 like the popnlar doctrine of justification, but
proceeds, according to the degree of inner or actnal
regeneration.

But the question, which view has Scripture on its
side, has yet to be determined. In the first three
Gospels it may be admitted that there is no trace of
anything like substitution for sin. The words of
Isaiah, quoted in St. Matthew, that i He bare our
diseases,' are applied to Jesus healing the sick. For-
giveness is always represented as following repent-
ance and amendment. The parables, which set forth
the Divine forgiveness, as, for instance, that of the
prodigal son, say nothing of substitution. In John's
Gospel Jesus says, * I lay down my life for the
sheep.' The sense in which a good or true shep-
herd dies in defence of his sheep may fairly cm-
brace all that is meant by this passage. It is chiefly
in1 the Epistles that we find the sacrificial lan-
guage on which the popular dogmas of satisfaction
und propitiation are erected. And the sole questioi^
is, if this language be literal, or only an adaptation of
Jewish phraseology by way of illustration of the
simple fact of the Divine forgiveness. Mr. Martineau,
admitting that three or "four sacrificial passages are to
be found in the Gospels ancl the Acts, and holding
this distinction to be nearly true, yet lays down, one
which he regards as absolutely true. It is that the
language supposed to teach the atoning efficacy of the
cross does not occur in the New Testament until the
beginning of the Gentile controversy. By His death
Christ ceased to be merely the Jewish Messiah, and